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[N publifhing the firft number of he Philobiblion, a few words 
of preliminary ftatement may be neceflary, as to the peculiar 
aim and charatter of the Journal here announced. 

The prattical bufinefs experience of the Publifhers, and their 
{pecial corref{pondence for fome years paft with Librarians, Scholars, 
and Amateur Book Collectors in different parts of the country, 
have led them to believe that an ufeful and important defideratum 
in Literature might be fupplied by combining the obvious utility 
of a priced Monthly Catalogue of a choice felettion of ftandard 
works, with a feries of Literary Effays, and Critical Notices of rare, 
curious, and valuable books. In addition to this {cheme, the Pub- 
lifhers propofe to devote a portion of the pages of The Philobib- 
lion to a department of “ Notes and Queries,” hoping thereby to 
render it an highly ufeful medium of voluntary communication 
between the ftudents and literary men fcattered throughout the 
country, on all topics of general intereft connected with literature ; 
and in which liberal freedom of difcuffion will be permitted and 
encouraged. In accordance with this defign, the Publifhers would 
refpectfully folicit contributions to this portion of their Journal. 

The Pbhilobiblion will be printed on India paper, and publifhed 
monthly at $2.00 a year, invariably in advance. 

All communications fhould be addrefled to the Publithers, 


GEO. P. PHILES & CO., 
No. 51 Nassau Srreet, N. Y. 
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Quintus Sextins, the Pnthagorean. 
(Concluded.) 


Or the works of Sextus a few fragments 
alone remain; but whether any of them 
formed a part of the work which Seneca 
has fo highly praifed, cannot now be de- 
termined. The peculiar tenets of Sextius, 
as exhibited in thefe Religuia, appear to 
have been derived principally from the 
doétrines taught by Pythagoras. In them, 
however, even in their prefent very imper- 
fect ftate, may be traced the imprefs of a 
ftrong and vigorous mind, and of an ex- 
ceedingly acute and penetrating underftand- 
ing. We fhall now cite a few of the char- 
acteriftic dictata-of Sextius which have been 
preferved by Seneca. 

“Quod dari poffet, eripi poffe, intellge- 
bat,” fays Seneca (Ep. XCVIII. vol. ii. p. 
485). ‘This knowledge, aided by Sextius’s 
love of philofophy, produced his rejection 
of the fenatorial honors, He lived in tur- 
bulent times, and could not but be well ac- 
quainted with the horrors into which the 
republic had been plunged during the civil 
wars, and therefore declined a rank, which 
might only lead to deftruétion. 

He recommended an examination of the 
actions of the day, to his fcholars, when 
they retired to reft (Seneca, de Jru, III. 
vol. i. p. 149). This precept correfponds 
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precifely with the lines in the Golden 
Verfes : 


Mn0'brrvov padaxkoiotv, &c., ver. 40. 


“Solebat Sextius dicere, Fovem plus 
non poffe, quam bonum virum” (Seneca, 
Ep. LXXIV. vol. ii. p. 279). This re- 
markable fentiment has been examined by 
Lipfius (Manud., vol. viii. p. 789), and 
by Rhodoginus, in his Lectzones Antique, 
XVIII. 14, p. 842. Sextius taught that 
the road ad Aftra, was by frugality, tem- 
perance, and fortitude (Sen., Ep. LX XIII. 
vol. ii, p. 278). He ufed to recommend 
holding a looking-glafs before perfons who 
were difordered with paffion (Sen., de Ira, 
II. vol. i. p. go). We find the fame idea, 
though without any mention of Sextius, in 
Plutarch, in his Treatife De Ira cohibenda, 
vol. vii. p. 789, edition Reifkii. Sextius 
ftrongly enjoined his {cholars to abftain from 
eating animal food, not indeed from the 
reafons prefcribed by Pythagoras, but from 
motives which feem very confiftent with 
other parts of his doétrines (Seneca, Ep. 
CVIII. vol. ii. p. 534). 

Sextius wrote in the Greek language, 
though “‘ Romanis moribus philofophans” 
(Sen., Ep. LIX.) Seneca, therefore, has 
always given us his own ¢ran/lations of the 
doétrines of Sextius; and it is alfo proba- 
ble that Claudianus Mammertus Presbyter 
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tranflated the paffages which he quotes from 
Sextius, in his work De Anima, II. IX. 
There are, however, a few fragments from 
the writings of Sextius preferved in their 
original Greek, among the Loct Commu- 
nes Sententiarum, ex S, Scriptura, veteri- 
bus theologis et fecularibus /criptoribus 
Collecti, by the two monks, Antonius and 
Maximus, who followed in fome meafure 
the plan of Stobeus. Their collections 
were firft publifhed by Frofchoverus, T2gu- 
ri, 1546. ‘The laft edition of them was 
printed at the end of Stobeus, Awrel. Al- 
lobr., 1609; and to this, as it is the moft 
common, we fhall refer the reader. A con- 
fiderable number of quotations from Sex- 
tius (whofe name in the margin is improp- 
erly changed into Sextus) will be found on 
pages 8, 42, 96, 194, 197, 215, and 228. 
The learned Gale aflerts (Praf. ad Mytho- 
log. Scriptor.) that fome of the paffages in 
Stobeus, which are attributed to Pythago- 
ras, really belong to Sextius. Neither Py- 
thagoras nor his early difciples ever com- 
mitted any thing to writing; but his later 
followers, in order to do honor to his mem- 
ory, and perhaps to their own works, pub- 
lifhed their productions under the name of 
their mafter. In the fame manner, the an- 
cient Egyptian priefts and prophets wétered 
their compofitions as the genuine works of 
Mercury. 

According to the teftimony of St. Hie- 
rom and others, the character of Ruffinus 
was extremely bad, and any work publifhed 
by him was confidered very fufpicious. On 
comparing thefe Sententie with the frag- 
ments which we have already mentioned to 
be preferved in Stobeus, and in Maximus 
and Antonius, there appears to be, as Gale 
has juftly obferved in his preface, fufficient 
evidence that one of the writers, who con- 
tributed his fhare to extend the fame of Py- 
thagoras, was the fame Sextius from whofe 
writings the monkifh collectors have pre- 
ferved fix fhort fragments, and whofe Sen- 
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tentie were tranflated and interpolated by 
Ruffinus, and affigned by him to Xyttus, 
Gale, however, was not the fir/t critic who 
conjectured that the Sententie Xy/lr were 
tranflations from Sextzws the Pythagorean. 
The fame idea occurred to Jacobus 'Tho- 
mafius, who publifhed it in the fecond vol- 
ume of Faber’s The/aurus Eruditionis 
Scholaftica, under the article Xysrus. 

The following lift of the various editions 
of the Sententza Sextet, we believe will be 
found, on examination, to be quite com- 
plete and accurate : 


I, 1507.—Lugd., 4to, 4 Simphoriano 
Champerio. 

1514.—Wittemburg, 4to, cum Au- 
reis Pythagore. 

1516.—Bafilex, 4to, cum Pref. B. 
Rhenani. 

1615.—Helmftad, 8vo, cum Pifano 
Thaleffio. 

16—.—In Bibliotheca Patrum, fol. 

1671.—Cantab., 8vo, 4 T. Galeo. 

1688.—Amftelodami, 8vo, “ “ 

1693. Amftzlodami, 4to, a Petro 
Poiret, poft Idea Theologiz Chris- 
tiane, &c. 


1725.—Leips., 4to, 4 M. G. Sibero. 


Il. 
III. 
IV. 


V. 
VI. 
VIL. 
VII. 


IX. 


There is extant alfo a collection of Sen- 
tentie tranflated from the Greek by Rufk- 
nus Prefbyter, who attributed them to 
Xyftus, or Sextus II., but they have been 
fully proved to be the production of Sex- 
tius. 

Urbanus Godofredus Siberus, in his edi- 
tion of the Sententia Sextu, publifhed at 
Leipzig, 1725, 4to, endeavors to refute the 
arguments of Gale and Thomafius, and he 
aflerts, in the moft pofitive manner, that 
thefe Sententie were written by Sixtus II., 
fometimes called Sextus, and Xyftus. ‘This 
abfurd opinion of Siberus has been thor- 
oughly expofed and refuted by Fabricius, 
in his Bibhotheca Latina (vol. i. p. 7323 
vol. iii, p. 501), and in his Bedliotheca 
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Graca (vol. ii. p. 4113 vol. xiii. p. 643), 
where may be found a detailed account of 
this dispute. ‘Thomas Taylor, in the in- 
troduction to his tranflation of Seleét Sen- 
tences of Sextius, fays: “It is deeply to 
be regretted that the Greek original of the 
Sentences of Sextius being loft, the fraudu- 
lent Latin verfion of them by the Prefbyter 
Ruffinus alone remains. I call it a fraudu- 
lent verfion, becaufe Ruffinus, wifhing to 
perfuade the reader that thefe Sentences 
were written by a bifhop of the name of 
Sixtus, has in many places perverted and 
contaminated the meaning of the original.” 

Taylor’s tranflation of thefe ‘* incompar- 
ably excellent” Sentences of Sextius, made 
from the Latin verfion of Ruffinus, is as 
follows : 


SELECT SENTENCES 
OF 
SEXTIUS THE PYTHAGOREAN. 


TRANSLATED BY THOMAS TAYLOR THE PLATONIST. 


1. To neglect the things of the fmalleft confe- 
quence, is not the leaft thing in human life. 


2. The wife man, and the defpifer of wealth, 
refembles God. 


3. Do not inveftigate the name of God, be- 
caufe you will not find it. For every thing which 
is called by a name, receives its appellation from 
that which is more worthy than itfelf, fo that it 
is one perfon that calls, and another that hears. 
Who is it, therefore, that has given a name to 
God? God, however, is not a name to-God, but 
an indication of what we conceive of him. 


4. God is a light incapable of receiving its con- 
trary [darknefs]. 


5. You have in yourfelf fomething fimilar to 
God, and therefore ufe yourfelf as the temple of 
God, on account of that which in you refembles 
God. 


6. Honour God above all things, that he may 
rule over you. 


7. The greateft honour which can be paid to 
God, is to know and imitate him. , 
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8. Whatever you honour aboye_all things, that 
which you fo honor will have dominion over you. 
But if you give yourfelf to the domination of God, 
you will thus have dominion over all things. 


g. There is not any thing, indeed, which wholly 
refembles God ; neverthele{s the imitation of him 
as much as poffible by an inferior nature is grate- 
ful to him. 


10. God, indeed, is not in want of any thing, 
but the wife man is in want of God alone. He, 
therefore, who is in want but of few things, and 
thofe neceffary, emulates him who is in want of 
nothing. 


11. Endeavour to be great in the eftimation of 
divinity, but among men avoid envy. 


12. The wife man whofe eftimation with men 
was but fmall while he was living, will be re- 
nowned when he is dead. 


13. Confider all the time to be loft to you in 
which you do not think of divinity. 


14. A good intellect is the choir of divinity, 
A bad intelle&t is the choir of evil demons. 

15. Honor that which is juft, on this very ac- 
count that it is juft. 


16. You will not be concealed from divinity 
when you act unjuftly, nor even when you ‘think 
of acting fo. 


17. The foundation of piety is continence; but 
the fummit of piety is the love of God. 


18. With that what is expedient, and not what 
is pleafing, may happen to you. 


19. Such as you wifh your neighbour to be ta 
you, fuch alfo be you to your neighbours. 


20. That which God gives you, no one can 
take away. 


21. Neither do nor even think of that which 
you are not willing God fhould know, 


22. Before you do any thing, think of God, 
that his light may precede your energies. 


23. The foul is illuminated by the recollections 
of deity. 


24. The ufe of all animals as food is indiffer- 
ent, but it is more rational to abftain from them. 


25. God is not the author of any evil. 


26. You fhould not poffefs more than the ufe 
of the body requires. 
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27. Poffefs thofe things which no one can take 
from you. 


28. Bear that which is neceffary, as it is necef- 
fary. 

29. Afk thofe things of God which it is wor- 
thy of God to beftow. 


30. The reafon which is in you, is the light of 
your life. 


31. Afk thofe things of God which you cannot 
receive from man. 


32. With that thofe things which labour ought 
to precede, may be poffeffed by you after labour. 


33- Be not anxious to pleafe the multitude. 


34. It is not proper to defpife thofe things of 
which we fhall be in want after the diffolution of 
the body. 


35. You fhould not afk of divinity that which, 
when you have obtained, you will not perpetually 
poffefs. 


36. Accuftom your foul, after [it has conceived 
all that is great of | divinity, to conceive fomething 
great of itfelf. 


37. Efteem nothing to be precious which a bad 
man may take from you. 


38. He is dear to divinity, who confiders thofe 
things alone to be precious which are efteemed to 
be fo by divinity. 


39. Every thing which is more than neceffary 
to man, is hoftile to him. 


40. He who loves that which is not expedient, 
will not love that which is expedient. 


41. The intelle&t of the wife man is always 
with divinity. 

42. God dwells in the intelle&t of the wife 
man. 


43. Every defire is infatiable, and therefore is 
always in want. 


44. The wife man is always fimilar to himfelf. 


45. The knowledge and imitation of divinity 
are alone fufficient to beatitude. 


46. Ufe lying as poifon. 
47. Nothing is fo peculiar to wifdom as truth. 


48. When you prefide over men, remember 
that divinity alfo prefides over you. 
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49. Be perfuaded that the end of life is to live 
conformably to divinity. 


50. Depraved affections are the beginnings of 
forrows. 


51. An evil difpofition is the difeafe of the 
foul; but impiety and injuftice are the death of it. 


52. Ufe all men in fuch a way, as if you were 
the common curator of all things after God. 


53- He who ufes mankind badly, ufes himfelf 
badly. 


54. With that you may be able to benefit your 
enemies, 


55. Endure all things, in order that you may 
live conformably to God. 


56. By honouring a wife man, you will honour 
yourfelf, 


57- In all your actions, place God before. your 
eyes. 

58. You are permitted to refufe matrimony, in 
order that you may live inceffantly adhering to 
God. If, however, as one knowing the battle, 
you are willing to fight, take a wife, and beget 
children. 


59. To live, indeed, is not in our power, but to 
live rightly is. 

60. Be unwilling to admit accufations againft 
the man who is ftudious of wifdom. 


61. If you with to live with hilarity, be unwil- 
ling to do many things; for, in a multitude of 
actions, you will be minor. 


62. Every ‘cup fhould be fweet to you which 
extinguifhes thirft. 

63. Fly from intoxication as you would from 
infanity. 

64. No good originates from the body. 


65. Think that you fuffer a great punifhment 
when you obtain the object of corporeal defire ; 
for the attainment of fuch objeéts never fatisfies 
defire. 


66. Invoke God as a witnefs to whatever you 
do. 

67. The bad man does not think there is a 
Providence. 


68. Affert that which poffeffes wifdom in you, 
to be the [true] man. 
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69. The wife man participates of God. 

70. Where that which is wife in you refides, 
there alfo is your good. 

71. That which is not noxious to the foul, is 
not noxious to man. 


72. He who unjuftly expels a wife man from 
the body, confers a benefit on him by his iniquity. 
For he thus becomes liberated, as it were, from 
bonds. 


73. The fear of death renders a man fad through 
the ignorance of his foul. 


74. You will not poffefs intelle& till you un- 
derftand that you have it. 


75. Think that your body is the garment of 
your foul; and therefore preferve it pure. 


76. Impure demons vindicate to themfelves the 
impure foul. 


77. Speak not of God to every man. 


, 
78. It is dangerous, and the danger is not 


fmall, to fpeak of God even things which are 
true. 


79. A true affertion refpeCting God is an affer- 
tion of God. 


80. You fhould not dare to fpeak of God to the 
multitude. 

81. He does not know God who does not wor- 
fhip him, 

82. The man who is worthy of God is alfo a 
God among men. 

83. It is better to have nothing, than to poffefs 
much and impart it to no one. 


84. He who thinks that there is a God, and 
that nothing is taken care of by him, differs in no 
refpect from him who does not believe that there 
is a God. 


85. He honours God in the beft manner who 
renders his intellect as much as pofflible fimilar to 
God. 


86. If you injure no one, you will fear no one, 


. No one is wife who looks downward to the 


. To lie is to deceive in life, and to be de- 
ceived, 


89. Recognife what God is, and what that is 
in you which recognifes God. 
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go. It is not death, but a bad life, that deftroys 
the foul. 


g1. If you know him by whom you were made, 
you will know yourfelf. 


92. It is not poffible for a man to live conform- 
able to divinity, unlefs he a¢ts modeftly, well, and 
juftly. 


93- Divine wifdom is true {cience. 


94. You fhould not dare to fpeak of, God to an 
impure foul. 


95. The wife man follows God, and God fol- 
lows the foul of the wife man. 


96. A king rejoices in thofe whom he governs, 
and therefore God rejoices in the wife man. He 
who governs likewife, is infeparable from thofe 
whom he governs; and therefore God is infepa- 
rable from the foul of the wife man, which he 
defends and governs. 


97. The wife man is governed by God, and on 
this account is bleffed. 


98. A fcientific knowledge of God caufes a 
man to ufe few words. 


99. To ufe many words when fpeaking of God, 
produces an ignorance of God. 


100. The man who poffeffes a knowledge of 
God, will not be very ambitious. 


101. The erudite, chafte, and wife foul, is the 
prophet of the truth of God. 


102, Accuftom yourfelf always to look to di- 
vinity. 


103. A wife intelle& is the mirror of God. 


Oken, Gorthe, and the Cranial Ho- 
mologies. 


Mr. Lewes, in his Life of Goethe, en- 
deavors, in rather an abortive manner, to 
make his hero appear to advantage as a 
man of fcience. He gives a one-fided and 
imperfeét ftatement of the pretence aflumed 
by the poet when advanced in years (at 
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the inftigation, doubtlefs, of his many fer- 
vile flatterers), in claiming for himfelf the 
origination of the idea of the vertebrate 
conftruction of the cranial bones—an idea 
firft advanced and demonftrated by the 
great naturalift Lorenz Oken, in 1807, 
whofe claim to the originality of the con- 
ception had previously never been quef- 
tioned, It has been too often the fate of 
moft of the creative minds of fcience, to 
have their difcoveries either derided by the 
world at the period of their inception, or 
elfe filched from them by bafe and unfcru- 
pulous pretenders ; and, although the credit 
of this profound idea is now univerfally ad- 
mitted to belong to Oken, nevertheless a 
brief account of the queftion and its bear- 
ings may prove interefting. 

Oken’s famous “‘Anéritts Programme,” 
“Ueber die Bedeutung der Schiidelkno- 
chen” (On the Signification of the Cephalic 
Bones), was delivered before the Univerfity 
at Jena, in 1807. The young and rifing 
“‘ privat docent” had juft been appointed 
Profeffor of Natural Hiftory. Goethe (cu- 
rator of the Univerfity) was prefent at its 
delivery, and, complimenting the author 
upon the originality and beauty of his con- 
ception, invited him to pay him a vifit. 
Oken accepted the invitation fo kindly ex- 
tended, and paffed a week at the houfe of 
the poet, in Weimar. Can it be credited 
that Goethe, if he really had originated 
previoufly this profound truth, would have 
allowed another to lay it before the public, 
fanctioning it at the fame time with his ap- 
plaufe and his hofpitality ? 

This fignificant effay, which has juftly 


been termed “the moft important contri- 


fcendental principles which Kant, followed 
by Fichte, had already applied to mental 
and moral fcience. 

Fichte, in his famous “ Wiffen{chafts- 
lehre” (Doétrine of Science), ftrove toward 
the conftruction of all knowledge @ priori, 
that is, by deduction; but he barely indi-. 
cated the path: it was referved for Schel- 
ling to enter fully upon it, and for Oken 
to explore its mazes, and to develop with 
all the luxuriant fulnefs of experience a fyf- 
tematic plan harmonizing the activities of 
matter and fpirit; and he, far from cre- 
ating empty, abftract combinations, has, as 
it were, “linked, nay wedded Nature with 
Philofophy.” Oken firft defined truly the 
ftructure of the vertebral form or type, as 
evolved throughout the various animal fyf- 
tems, fhowing demonftratively the fpinal 
fegritents of the cranial region—a diftinét 
vertebra for each fpecial cranial fenfe—the 
fkull confifting of four expanded and modi- 
fied vertebral fegments, the laft (that ap- 
pertaining to the fenfe of fmell) dimly fhad- 
owed forth in the nafal bones. Carrying 
out the Schellingian doétrine of the “all in 
every part,” he proclaims the head to con- 
tain a repetition of the whole animal body. 
“<The head is the whole trunk with all its 
fyftems ; the brain is the fpinal chord; the 
fkull, the vertebral column ; the mouth, in- 
teftine and abdomen; the nofe, lung and 
thorax; the jaws are the limbs; the teeth, 
nails,” &c. ‘* This doctrine,” fays Oken, 
in his “ Natur-Philofophie,” “ was at firft 
{coffed at and repulfed ; finally, when it be- 
gan to force its way, feveral barefaced per- 
fons came forward, who would have made 
out, if they could, that the difcovery was 


bution ever made toward the fcience of achieved long ago.” 


animal morphology,” at once placed Oken 
at the head of the “ Natur-Philofophie,” or 
Phyfio-Philofophical School, of Germany. 

In this, as in fome previous bold and 
original inveftigations, Oken extended to 
natural {cience the philofophical and tran- 


No one feems to have queftioned the 
claim of Oken to this great and original 
conception during the long period of thir- 
teen years, when the chance of appropria- 
ting the difcovery feems to have blunted 
and overcome the moral fenfe—the leaft 
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developed element in the fpiritual nature 
—of the poet Goethe. 

In 1820, Goethe firft publicly ftated 
that ¢hirty years previoufly he had difcov- 
ered the fecret relationfhip between the 
vertebrz and the bones of the fkull. The 
circumftances under which the poet, in 
1820, narrates having become infpired with 
the idea, are fo analogous to thofe defcribed 
by Oken, in 1806, as to create a {mile of 
incredulity, or at leaft of fufpicion. A 
bleached fkull is accidentally difcovered in 
both inftances, and which like a lightning- 
flath ftrikes the mind of the obferver. In 
Oken’s inftance, it was that of a deer, ftum- 
bled upon while wandering in the Hartz 
foreft; in Goethe’s, it was that of a fheep, 
picked up on the fhores of the Lido, at 
Venice. 

As Goethe did not dare to impute pla- 
giarifm to Oken, the latter thereupon, with 
true dignity, kept filent, while the poet 
permitted his flatterers from time to time 
to afcribe to him the merit of the difcov- 
ery ; and again, in 1824, claimed it for him- 
felf, in his “ Tag und Fahres Hefte,” with 
a contemptuous allufion to Oken. 

The gifted naturalift ftill continued to 
treat the poet’s fhamelefs mendacity with 
the contempt it juftly merited. Not fo his 
friends. Meckel, Spix, Ulrich, Bojanus, 
Carus, Cuvier, Geoffroy St. Hilaire, Al- 
bers, Kiefer, Straus-Durckheim, Owen, and 
Lichftenftein, names illuftrious in fcience 
and philofophy, have recorded their judg- 
ment in favor of Oken, and againft the bafe 
attempt of Goethe to deprive him of his 
well-merited reward. 

It was referved for the naturalift Kiefer 
firft publicly to vindicate the fame of Oken, 
at the yearly meeting of naturalifts, held at 
Jena, in 1836. At this meeting, Kiefer 
gave a circumftantial account of Oken’s dif- 
covery. Oken had communicated it to 
him in 1806, while on a journey together. 
On their return to Gottingen, Oken ex- 
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plained his ideas to Kiefer, illuftrating them 
by the fkull of a turtle in Kiefer’s collec- 
tion, which Oken difarticulated with his 
own hands for that purpofe. “It is with 
great pleafure,” fays Kiefer, “that I am 
able to fhow here the fame {kull, after hav- 
ing retained it thirty years in my poffeffion. 
The fingle bones of the fkull are marked 
by Oken’s own handwriting, which may be 
eafily known.” 

Many of Goethe’s friends were prefent 
at this meeting; not one had a word to 
offer on the fubject. In the fame year, an 
anonymous ftatement appeared in the “‘A//- 
gemeimne Zeitung,” to the effect that Oken 
had ftolen the idea of the vertebral nature 
of the fkull from Goethe. This direé 
charge brought out Oken, who with true 
German bluntnefs replied, in the fame jour- 
nal, that his namelefs accufer “‘ was a liar 
and a calumniator.” The accufer was 
Jfilent. 

The accufation of plagiarifm againft 
Oken was firft publicly made in 1842, in 
Michelet’s edition of the Works of Hegel. 
This called forth Oken for the firft time; 
and accordingly, in the “ J/s” for 1847, 
Heft VII., he enters into an able, circum- 
ftantial, and temperate ftatement, thorough- 
ly refuting the accufation, and overwhelm- 
ing his adverfaries with fhame. 

Mr. Lewes afks, “‘ Why did not Oken 
make the charge of plagiarifm during Goe- 
the’s lifetime?” The anfwer is, Oken at 
no time made fuch a charge; it was only 
when charged with plagiarifm himfelf that 
he entered into the queftion, and then fole- 
ly with the view of honeft felf-vindication, 

At the prefent period, when the difcov- 
eries of this gifted tranfcendental anatomift 
have been {fo ably illuftrated and confirmed 
by the inveftigations of the Englifh Owen, 
the fcientific world has juftly accorded to 
Oken the creation of this teeming concep- 
tion, which has conferred immortality upon 
the name of its author. 
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Born at the Suabian village of Bohlfbach, 
in Wurtemburg, Oken died full of years 
and honors at Zurich, in Auguft, 1851. 
A fine ftatue by Drake, of Berlin, has been 
erected to his memory at Jena. 


Michael Mlenot. 


Micuaet Menor, a fucceffor of Mail- 
lard, was alfo a Cordelier. ‘The place and 
the time of his birth are unknown. He 
flourifhed during sthe reign of Louis XI., 
and is fuppofed to have died at the com- 
mencement of the reign of Francis I., or at 
any rate not later than 1518. The only 
authority for this date is an edition of his 
fermons printed in Paris in 1519, ina pref- 
ace to which the printer, Claude Cheval- 
lon, fays that thefe fermons, carefully col- 
lected together, had been brought to him 
to be printed. 

This is all we know of Menot’s life. He 
was born, and he died. His fermons, how- 
ever, fhow us that he tried to live to fome 
purpofe. He was even more violent than 
Maillard in the denunciation of the vices 
of his time, and was, if poffible lefs careful 
in his choice of expreflions. He fays him- 
felf, in a fermon preached at Tours, in 
1508: 

“ Vidi, funt 24 anni, tempore Regis Ludovici G 
Caroli, quod [puebantur in faciem Blafphemi, & po- 
nebantur au Collier, @ in fecundo vice fcindebatur 
eis lingua,” 

This was a time when men began to 
think for themfelves; and, unaccuftomed 
to fuch an unwarranted freedom, many 
made perhaps a licentious ufe of their new 
privilege. : 

Certain it is that words meant fomething 
then, and Menot’s plainnefs of expreffion 
gives us an infight into the follies and vices 
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exhortation would not be entirely needlefs 
in the pulpit of our own time. 

The following extracts will fhow what 
ufe Menot made of the Scriptures in his 
fermons, and how plainly he fpoke of the 
vices of the rulers both in Church and 
State, as well as of thofe common among 
the people: 


‘*Heu Chrifte, quando fuifti in deferto, an fuit 
Angelus vobis prefentans cibum vel potum? 
Non; fed Diabolus aftutus famulus obtulit vobis 
lapides. Pofuit fe in habitu diffimulato fingens 
fanétitatem & vitam heremiticam, ficut nunquam 
feciffet aliud toto tempore vite fue nifi dicere; 
Pater nofter & Ave Maria. Ille dicit Chrifto: 
Heu! Mifereor veftri, ex hoc quod dimittitis vos 
fic mori fame; hac Deus non precepit quod nos 
occidamus per abftinentiam. Si fcriptum eft de 
vobis, quod eftis filius Dei, ecce lapides: rogo di- 
catis ut panes fiant, ut poffimus fimel recreari & 
facere pentaculum. Dominus ad eum reverfus re- 
fpicit hunc fapientem famulum, fe retourne & re- 
gard ce galant, & dicit ei: O amice mihi videtur 
quod fertis habitum religiofi & viri fan@ti; quomo- 
do ergo me adeo premitis de folvendo jejunium me- 
um ; adhuc non eftis ubi cogitatis, nonne feis quia 
fcriptum eft: Non in folo pane vivit homo? Effet 
pauper jentaculum in quo non comederetur nifi panis 
ficcus ; ce feroit un pauvre dejuner que de manger 
du pain tout fec. Facitis mihi feftum de hoc ?” 

“ Audivi ab ore Magiftri Huet in Conventu 
Parifienfi predicantis, quod fi non alia occafio fe 
obtuliffet, Virgo Maria tanto zelo amabat redemp- 
tionem generis humani, quod propriis manibus fili- 
um crucifixiffet.” 

“O domini ecclefiaftici qui roditis offa mortuo- 
rum, & bibitis fanguinem crucifixi audite.” 

“Non eft canda prelatorum, quo hodie poft fe 
ducunt canes, & mangones indutos ad modum ar- 
migerorum, ficut Suytenfes, qui nullo modo curant 
de grege fibi credito.” 

“Quid dicetis domini ecclefiaftici & prelati, 
qui comeditis bono huius pauperis qui pendet in 
cruce, ducendo veftras vanitates ?” 

*O fi non viderentur magni luxus, /es grandes 
bragues, fimonie, magne ufure patentes, notorie 
luxuriz, que funt in ecclefia, populus non effet 
fcandalizatus, nec vos imitaretur. O qualis ru- 
mor; dico fecundam puram veritatem: O guel 
efclandre: Fen di dla pure G reale verité: Mille 
prelati funt caufa quod pauper & fimplex populus 
peccat & querit infernum: gue /e poure G fimple 


of his day. Perhaps a fimilar directness of peuple peche, @ fe damne ad omnes diabolos.” 
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‘Sed unde provenit hoc? Quia certe fpiritus fanc- 
tus eft hodie expulfus de concilio, fynagoga & capit- 
ulis epifcoporum, & ele@tionibus przlatorum. Quia, 
ut videtur, hodie puero decem annorum datur pa- 
rochia in qua funt quingenti ignes: & pro cuftodia 
aflignatur quandoque un gentilhomme de Cour, unus 
nobilis curiz: qui poft deum nil odit nifi ecclefi- 
am. Heu Deus fcit quomodo hodie dantur bene- 
ficia ecclefiaftica. Si quzritis quomodo puer ifte 
habuit beneficium: fciunt refponfionem, Mater 
ejus erat familiaris episcopo, fa mere eftoit fort pri- 
wee deleve(que: & pour les congnoifjances dedit ci.” 

“ ¥en dis autant de ancillis facerdotum, quibus 
non licet dare hoc facramentum euchariftie: quod 
certe non funt de grege Dei, fed diaboli.” 

“Quantum ad populum, miferia in qua eft, talis 
eft: Moritur fame, quod nunc patitur tallias, ga- 
bellas, rofiones, excorationes: & nifi dimittat pel- 
lem, non poterit amplius aliquid pati.” 

“O utinam illud attenderent domini juftitiarii, 
qui favore principum, ut eis obtemperent, obediunt 
nefandis eorum praceptis, pauperem populum, ro- 
dentes, excorientes pupillos & viduas, novas quo- 
tidie exactiones fufcitantes.” 

“Credite mihi, fi mille diaboli defcenderent de 
aere in terram ad perdendum bona pauperium, non 
tot mala facerent quanta unus groffus diabolus ufu- 
arius in una parochia. Et tales funt fugiendi ficut 
diaboli.” 

“Vos ufurarii putatis evadere, dicentes. Ego 
committam ufuras, fed hoc eft cum intentione fun- 
dandi unam capellam.” 

“‘Fuerunt alias Longobardi & Judai expulfi a 
regno Francia, quod totum terram inficiebant ufu- 
ris: fed nunc permittuntur craffiores diaboli ufu- 
rarii quam fuerint Longobardi five Judzi.” 


Nor is Menot lefs plain in his exhorta- 
tions againft the luxury of the times, and 
the vices which are always incidental to a 
fpirit of focial ambition, particularly among 
women. But thefe extracts are fufficient 
to fhow the ftyle of his fermons, and their 
value as contemporary hiftory of the focial 
condition of his times. His paraphrafe of 
the hiftory of Mary Magdalen, of the Prod- 
igal Son, and of Ruth, are interefting as 
{fpecimens of the literature of the times, 
He gives the freeft range to his imagina- 
tion, narrates long converfations, and de- 
{cribes the perfons and places with the 
greateft minutenefs, Such writing was ex- 
ceedingly popular in his day, nor has the 
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ignorance that made it fo entirely difap- 
peared from the world, for in thefe days 
we have our Ingrahams and Spurgeons, 

Menot’s fermons are all contained in 
four collections : 


Fr. Michaelis Menoti Zelantiffimi Predicatoris 
ac Sacra Theologie Profefforis, Ordinis Minorum, 
perpulchra Epiftolarum quadragefimalium expofitio, 
fecundum ferias @ dominicas declamatarum in aman- 
tifimo & devotiffimo Conventu Fratrum Minorum. 
oe Anno Domini 1517. Paris, 1519. 

vo. 

Opus aureum Evangeliorum Quadragefimalium in 
Academia Parifiorum declamatorum per Venerabilem 
P. Michaelim Menotum ordinis Minorum. Paris, 
1519. 8vo. 

R. P. Mich. Menoti perpulcher TraGatus in quo 
traétatu perbelle de fadere G pace ineunda, media 
Ambaffiatrice penitentia. Paris, 1519. 8vo. 


Thefe three were printed together in 
Paris in 1526, under the general titl— 

Sermones Quadragefimales, R. P. Michaelis Me- 
noti, ab ipfo olim Parifiis declamati. 

R. P. Michaelis Menoti Sermones Quadragefi- 


males, ab ipfo olim Turonis declamati. Paris, 1519. 
8v0. 1525. 80. 


Limited editions of his fermons upon 
Mary Magdalen and the Prodigal Son were 
printed in Paris in 1825 and-1832. 


Sale of Zelotes Gosmer’s Library. 
(Continued from No. IT., p. 41.) 


298 to 305 Drspin (Rev. THos. Frocnatt). 
Bibliotheca Spenceriana, § vols, imp. 8vo, 
numerous illuftrative plates, turkey mo- 
roc., gilt backs, fides, and edges. Lond., 
1814-22. AEdes Althorpiane, &c. Por- 
traits and engravings. 2 vols. imp. 8vo, 
large paper, mor., gilt. Lond., 1822. 
Defcriptive Catalogue of Books printed 
in the Fifteenth Century, lately forming 
part of the Library of the Duke di Caf- 
fano Serna, &c. 1 vol. roy. 8vo, large 


paper, mor., gilt. Lond., 1823. Remi- 
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nifcences of a Literary Life. Portraits 
and engravings. 2 vols. imp. 8vo, large 
paper, mor., gilt. Lond., 1836. Bibli- 
omania, or Book Madnefs, a Bibliograph- 
ical Romance. Jllujtrated with engra- 
vings. New edition, with Preliminary 
Objiervations, and a Key to the affumed 
Characters in the Drama. 2 vols. im- 
perial 8vo, /arge paper, morocco, gilt. 
Lond., 1842. ‘The Bibliographical De- 
cameron, or Ten Days’ Pleafant Dif- 
courfe, &c. Numerous portraits and 
illuftrative plates. 3 vols. imperial 8vo, 
large paper, mor., gilt. Lond., 1817. 
Bibliographical, Antiquarian, and Pictu- 
refque Tour in France and Germany. 
Portraits and numerous highly-finifhed 
engravings, proofs on India paper. 3 
vols, 4to, morocco. Large paper, gilt. 
Lond., 1821. Bibliographical, Antiqua- 
rian, and Picturefque Tour in the North- 
ern Counties of England and Scotland. 
40 fine plates (several of which are In- 
dia-paper proofs) and other illuftrations. 
3 vols, imperial 8vo, mor. gilt. Lond., 
1838, Together 21 vols. $840.00 
[ Humphry. ] 


308 Dispin (Rev. T. F.) 
boards, Lond., 1797. 
[ Grifwold. ] 


8vo, 
$3.00 


Poems, 


310 —: Bibliography, a Poem in 
Six Books, 8vo, Lond., 1812. $2.50 
[Grifwold.] 


312 : Specimen Bibliothece Bri- 
tannice. Specimens of a Digefted Cat- 
alogue of Rare, Curious, and Ufeful 
Books, appertaining to Britifh Literature 
and Antiquities. 4to, large paper. Lon- 
don, 1808. $10.50 
[Richardfon. ] 


: Specimens of a Tour. 8vo, 


$8.50 


314 . 
hf. mor. No title-page. 
[ Grifwold.] 
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325 Donne (Joxn). 


326 - 


332 


334 Drummonp (Wiutiam). 


[ Feb. 


: Lettre Trentieme, Concer- 
nant L’Imprimerie et la Librarie de Par- 
is, traduite avec des Notes par G, A, 
Crapelet. 8vo, boards, large paper ; 100 
copres only printed. Paris, 1821. $14.50 
[Richardfon. ] 


316 : Lettre Neuviéme, Relative 


& la Bibliothéque Publique de Rouen, 
traduite avec des Notes par Th. Licquet. 
8vo, boards, large paper. Paris, 1821. 

$14.50 

[Richardfon. ] 

: A Roland for an Oliver: 
Brief Remarks upon the Preface and 
Notes of G, A. Crapelet, attached to his 
Tranflation of the Thirtieth Letter of 
the ‘‘ Bibliographical, Antiquarian, and 
Picturefque Tour.” Imp. 8vo, large 


paper. Lond., 1821. $20.00 
[Richardfon.] 


Poems, with Elegies 
on the Author’s Death. Second edi- 
tion; portrait by Marfhall. Sm. 4to, 
cf. Lond., 1635. $5.25 
[Norton. ] 
: Another copy, fecond edi- 
Lond., 
$7.50 


tion, portrait, 12mo, mor, gilt. 
1635. 
[Norton. ] 


331 Drayton (Micuaet). Poems, colleét- 


ed into one volume, with Sundry Pieces 
inferted, neur before Imprinted. Por- 
trait and rare frontispiece by Hole, Fol- 
io, red mor, gilt. Lond., 1619. $10.00 
[Little, Brown & Co.] 


: Poly—Olbion, &c, Firft edi- 
tion, folio, red mor. gilt. Lond., 1613. 

$22.00 
[Grifwold.] 


The Moft 
Elegant and Elaborate Poems of that 
Great Court-VVit. Portrait. 8vo, green 
mor, gilt. Lond., 1659. $11.00 
[Little, Brown & Co.] 
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338 Drypen (Jonn). Works, now firft col- 
lected, illuftrated with Notes, Hiftorical, 
Critical, and Explanatory, and a Life of 
the Author, by Sir Walter Scott. Large 
paper, 18 vols, 8vo, ruffia, gilt fides and 
edges. Lond., 1808. $135.00 

From the Library of Sir M. M. Sykes, with his 
autograph, as follows: ‘ Upon thick paper, of 
which there were only fix copies printed. This 
belonged to Mr, Miller the Bookfeller, at whofe 
fale, in 1813, I purchafed it for £40."—M, M. 
Sykes. 

[Grifwold, ] 

340 Du Barras (G. S.) His Deuine 
Weekes and Workes. Tranflated by 
Jofvah Sylvefter. Frontifpiece by El- 
Ftracke. 4to, mor, gilt. “ Lond., 1608, 

$11.00 

[Fowle.] 


342 Dunsar (Witt1am). Poems, now firft 
collected, with Notes and Memoir of his 
Life, by David Laing. 2 vols, 8vo, hf. 
mor. Lond., 1834. $10.50 

[Fowle.] 


370 Fasyan (Rozert). The Chronicle of 

"Fabian, which he nameth the Concord- 
ance of Hiftories, newly perufed, and 
continued from the beginning of Kyng 
Henry the Seventh;.to thende of Queene 
Mary. Fine engraved frontifjrece and 
initial letters. Black letter, — mor, 
ilt, by Bedford. Lond., 1559. 2.00 

9 . [Grifwold | ¥ 

374 Faruie (Rosert). Lychnocavfia, Sive 
Moralia Facvm Emblemata. Lights, 
Morall Emblems, Curious wood en- 
gravings. 12mo, red mor, gilt. Lond., 
1638. $6.00 

[Ryder.]? 


381 Frercuer (Gres). Chrift’s Victorie 
and Triumph in Heaven and Earth, over 
and after Death. Second edition, 4to, 
cf, Cambridge, 1632. $4.50 

[Little, Brown & Co,] 


Che Philobiblion. 


61 


©’ Excellence Xu Mariage; ve sa Necessire, 
ET DES Moyens p’y vivre Hevreux. Ou 
L’ON FAIT L’APOLOGIE DES FEMMES; CON- 
TRE LEs CaLtomnigs pes Hommes, Par 
Jacques Cuausse, Sieur DE LA TERRIERE, 
A Amsterpam, CHEz Pierre Morrier. 
12mo, pp. 300, 


Or Jacques Cuausse, Sieur de la Ter- 
riére, nothing is known except what may 
be gathered from the title of this fcarce 
little volume. In his averti//ement, he {ays 
to his readers : 


“Vous y apprendrez l'art de craindre Dieu, & 
d'etre honnete homme: d’eviter les déréglements 
d’une vie libertine, & de pratiquer les vertus de la 
vie Chretienne, C’eft la fon but general. Voici 
fa fin principal. J] fe propofe de vous infpirer de 
l'amour pour le Mariage, I] fait voir qu’il n’y a 
rien au Monde de plus excellent ou de plus necef= 
faire que cette fainte focieté, Il vous ouvre un 
chemin aifé pour y entrer avantageufement. II 
vous fournit les moiens de vous en faire meme une 
fource eternelle de plaifirs legitimes, & d’y gouter 
des voluptez d’autant plus douces qu’elles font pures 
& innocentes, Enfin il vous donne des preceptes 
pour apprendre a bien parler & a bien juger des 
Dames; c’eft a dire de ce que naturellement vous 
aimez le plus, & que les Loix memes de la civilité 
vous obligent de refpecter,” 


If Jacques Chauffé’s book had produced 
this effect upon the world, it would have 
given him a better claim to its refpect than 
even his title of Steur de la Terriéere. That 
he thought it would, is evident from a por- 
tion of the averti/ement, in which he in- 
forms us that it was written only with a 


defign— 


“d’en perfuader la neceffité a une perfonne de 
confideration, dont J’honore extremement le mer- 
ite & la Famille—Eh! combien aurois-je fujet 
de le benir, (il etoit capable de produire ce fruit ? 
—On a cependant voulu me perfuader moi-meme 
qu’il seroit injufte de borner tout fon effet, a la 
conquete d’un feul homme—Je me fuis donc laiffe 
vaincre aux follicitations,” &c. 


It may have been that the Sieur de la 
Terriére was fuccefsful, both with his per- 





62 


fonne de confideration and the world at 
large; certain it is that, in the next centu- 
ry, Malthus thought the world required a 
theory which would appear oppofed to our 
author’s: but whether fuch a changed ftate 
of things was due to Jacques Chauffé’s la- 
bors or not, we fhould greatly like to know 
whether he was himfelf convinced by his 
own arguments, and fpoke from the ftores 
of experience, or whether he was a mere 
theorizer and died a bachelor. But upon 
this point the records are filent, and we 
muft be content with the book as it is, 

The work is divided into five parts, 
The firft treats of the excellence du Ma- 
riage. 

The fecond fhows the infamie de lin- 
continence. 

The third examines the motives gut peu- 
vent raifonnablement porter les hommes au 
mariage. 

The fourth replies aux objections qu’ils 
font, & aux fauffes raifons qu’ils alleg- 
uent pour ne fe pas marier. 

The fifth ‘gives des preceptes pour /e 
hen marier, SB pour vivre heureux dans 
le marwage. 

Under the firft head, he confiders ma- 
riage dans un triple rapport : 

*¢ Par rapport a Dieu qui en eft l’Auteur. Par 
rapport a "homme pour qui il a été inftituté, & par 
rapport au monde a qui il eft un principe perpétuel 
de fubfiftance. A ces trois égards l’on. peut dire 
quwil n’y a rien dans la nature de plus excellent 
que le mariage.” 


This being granted, we may omit the 
fixty pages the author takes to prove it; 
and pafling over his fecond part—fimply 
remarking that he takes fifty-four pages for 
its full expofition—we come to the motives 
which fhould reafonably determine men to 
marriage. 

Here our duties to the human race, to 
the State, to the family, and to the Church, 
by which each of us may be looked upon 
as a man, a citizen, a fon, and a believer, 
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are {eparately confidered by our author, 
who concludes with Terence— 


“ O fortunatiffime ! 
Cui quod amas domi eft.” 


In the fourth part, our author refponds 
to the objections againft marriage, and the 
falfe reafons given for not marrying. But 
though he confumes fixty-two pages in fo 
doing, yet an unprejudiced perfon would 
find it difficult to determine which fide was 
victorious. There is reafon and ingenuity 
on both fides ; the objections are well taken 
and well anfwered ; and the queftion muft 
be left for each man to purfue for himfelf 
with calmnefs as long as he remains a bach- 
elor, or to decide with the impetuous rafh- 
nefs of a lover. 

In the fifth part, the author gives fome 
precepts how to marry well, and how to 
live happy in that condition. His beft 
rule for the firft is, that perions fhould 
know each other well before marrying, and 
not wait until after that event for their 
knowledge of each other. The rule is 
good, the only trouble being that our au- 
thor does not inform us how this knowl- 
edge can be beft obtained. ‘The fecond 
divifion of this part is fimply an extenfion 
of the following fentence, with a few re- 
marks upon the education of children : 

“L’on doit aimer fa femme par un motif, ou 
d@intereft perfonnel, ou de pure reconnoiffance, 
Je fuppofe de votre femme l'une de ces deux 
chofes. Ou elle vous aime, ou elle ne vous aime 
pas. Si elle vous aime, vous ne pouvez fans in- 
gratitude ne la pas aimer. Si au contraire elle ne 


vous aime pas, il faut que vous l’aimez, afin qu’elle 
vous aime.” 


If both parties would follow this rule, 
there would never be any break to the feli- 
city of married life. 

The incidental defence of woman made 
by the author throughout his book, would 
not be thought very radical in thefe pro- 
greflive days, though it is as liberal and en- 
larged as are moft of the defences of woman 
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made by men. Since, however, woman 
has taken the matter of her defence into 
her own hands, fhe need only make her 
life conform to it to place her above all 
neceflity for either claiming or defending 
her rights. 

This little volume is ufeful for fhowing 
that fome of our modern queftions are older 
than to-day. It is alfo a bibliographical 
rarity, and was by Renouard attributed to 
the Elzevir prefs. Though excellently 
printed, it has been fhown by Brunet that 
this was a miftake; yet at Renouard’s fale 
his copy, non rogné, brought fixty-eight 
francs, (See Brunet, Art. Cxausse.) 


Adversaria. 
I. 


Tue following character of Matthew 
Clifford, the author of the ‘“ Treatife of 
Human Reafon,” is from a rare volume by 
Albertus Warren, entitled ‘‘ An Apology 
for the Difcourfe of Human Reafon, Writ- 
ten by Ma. Clifford, Efq; Being a Reply 
to Plain Dealing. With the Author’s Epi- 
taph and Character” (izmo, Lond., 1680). 
In the dedication to the firft Earl of Shaftef- 
bury, he fays: “‘ Your Lordfhip’s conde- 
fcention in formerly obliging the, now de- 
ceafed, Author of the Difcourfe about Hu- 
man Reafon, by a particular favour, and fo 
fignificant then, that there may be reafon 
to doubt, whether if it had not been fea- 
fonably done, we had ever feen the publi- 
cation of that iffue of his brain; for nothing 
has more often damped the pregnancy of 
clear Underftandings, than the /ron hand 
of terrible Neceflity, which was Mr. Clif- 
ford’s cafe, till by the mediation and preva- 
lent Influence of your Lordship, his (be- 
fore) narrow Salary, as Mafter of Sutton’s 
Hofpital, was inlarged.” 
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The volume clofes with Clifford’s Epi- 
taph and Chara¢ter : 


“Here fnatcht by Death, Clifford interr’d does lye 
Whofe Nobler Part is vehicl’d on high; 
There needs no Mufe to celebrate his Fame, 
Whofe Book eterniz’d has his gen’rous Name. 
He proved Humane Reafon’s worth fo well, 
From other arts it bears away the Bell. 
If any Poet fuperadds to this, 
With impure hands, his Holocauft’s amifs.” 


HIS CHARACTER, 


“As to his perfon ’twas little, his face 
rather flat than oval, his eye ferious, coun- 
tenance Leonine, his conftitution cholerick, 
fanguine, tin¢étured with melancholy: of a 
facetious converfation ; yet a great Humor- 
ift; of quick parts fo of quick paffions, and 
venereal, thence lazy ; he was learned, very 
critical, pofitive and proud, charitable 
enough, and fcorned to be rich; he had a 
will to be juft; would drink to exces fome- 
times. His Religion was that of his Coun- 
try; he was always loyal to his King, and 
avery good Poet. He died ’twixt 50 and 
60, at Sutton’s Hofpital, whofe Matter he 
then was; not much lamented by the Pen- 
fioners; few knew him well. He was a 
man ftrangely compofed; ’tis queftion’d 
whether his Virtues or Vices were mot; 
I incline to the laft, yet he departed peace- 
ably and pioufly.” 


II. 


A fage of the Revolution (Charles Thomp- 
fon, Secretary of Congrefs) in whom, above 
all others, centred the means of exhibiting 
the characters who figured during that pe- 
riod in their true light, to the aftonifhment 
of the world thought proper to commit his 
invaluable depofit to the flames ; afligning as 
a reafon, that they would MakE MEN APPA- 
RENTLY LITTLE become REALLY GREAT, and .- 
MEN apparently great REALLY LITTLE. 
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III. 


JUDGE BRACKENRIDGE AND GEN. CHARLES LEE, 


On Lee’s laft vifit to Philadelphia, in 
1782, he took lodgings at an inn, the Sign 
of the Cone/toga Waggon, in Market ftreet. 
A ludicrous circumftance here took place, 
which created confiderable diverfion: The 
late Judge H. H. Brackenridge, whofe poig- 
nancy of fatire and eccentricity of character 
was nearly a match for that of the General, 
had dipped his pen in fome gall, which ve- 
hemently irritated Lee’s feelings, infomuch 
that he challenged him to fingle combat, 
which Brackenridge declined, in a very ec- 
centric reply. Lee, having furnifhed him- 
felf with a horfewhip, determined to chaf- 
tife him ignominioufly on the very firft 
opportunity. Obferving Brackenridge go- 
ing down Market ftreet a few days there- 
after, he gave him chafe, and Brackenridge 
took refuge in a public houfe, and barri- 
caded the door of the room he entered, 
A number of perfons collected to fee the 
fport. Lee damned the Judge, and invited 
him to come out and fight him like a man. 
Brackenridge replied that he did not like 
to be fhot at, and made other curious ob- 
fervations, which only increafed Lee’s irri- 
tation and the mirth of the fpectators, 
Lee, with the moft bitter imprecations, or- 
dered him to come out, when he faid he 
would horfewhip him. Brackenridge re- 
plied that he had no occafion for a difci- 
pline of that kind. The amufing fcene 
lafted fome time, until at length Lee, find- 
ing that he accomplifhed no other object 
than calling forth Brackenridge’s wit for 
the amufement of the byftanders, retired. 
This had fuch an effect on him, that, in a 
few days, he was taken with a fhivering, 
the forerunner of a fever, of which he died, 
October 2, 1782.—(THomas Witson’s Bi- 
ography of American Military and Naval 


eroes. 2 volumes 8vo. New York, 
1817.) 


Che Philobiblion. 


[ Feb, 


Iv. 


Cisser, though verfed in the province 
of the drama—which is perhaps effential 
to make a good dramatic writer, fince the 
knowledge of ftage effect is of great confe- 
quence—poffeffed a genius not above me- 
diocrity, and Tate was a very indifferent 
poet. Yet there is a line in Cibber’s Rich- 
ard, written by himfelf, fo charatteriftic of 
the manner of his archetype, that it has 
often been cited as one of Shakefpeare’s 
beauties. I mean the exclamation of Rich- 
ard on Buckingham’s being taken : 


‘¢ Off with his head! fo much for Buckingham,” 


‘And I heard,” fays Mr. Pye (Com- 
ment. on Ariftotle), “ Mr. Pitt, afterwards 
Lord Chatham, quote the following verfe 
of Tate’s in the Houfe of Commons, un- 


doubted!y taking it for Shakefpeare’s : 


‘ Where the gored battle bleeds in every vein.’” 


¥. 


We find the fignificant ceremony of lift- 
ing up the hand in {wearing, practifed by 
the Greeks and Trojans. Thus Agamem- 
non {wears in Homer (Iliad, vii. 412): 


“To all the gods his {ceptre he uplifts.” 


And Dolon, requiring an oath of Heétor 
(dhad, x. 321): 


“ But firft exalt thy {ceptre to the fkies, 
And fwear” 


So in Virgil (nerd, xii. 196), we find 
Latinus, when fwearing, looking up to 
heaven, and ftretching his right hand to 
the ftars, 

And we even meet with traditionary 
traces of their gods fwearing in like man- 
ner. Thus Apollo, in Pindar, orders La- 
chefis, one of the Fates, to lift up her 
hands, and not violate the great oath of 
the gods.—(Memorahilia, by James Sav- 
acE, author of The Librarian.) 





1862. | 


Miscellaneous Items. 


DE 
TRIBUS IMPOSTORIBUS. 


M. D. IIC. 

Texte Latin, Collationné fur l’exemplaire 
Du Duc de la Valliére, 
aujourd’hui a la Bibliothéque Impériale 
augmente de variantes de plufieurs manufcrits, etc. 
et d’une notice 
Philologique et Bibliographique 
Par Philomnefte Junior. 

(M. Guftave Brunet. ?) 

Paris, chez Jules Gay, Editeur 
Quai des Auguftins, 25. 


1861. 12mo. pp. lv. 57. 





Tiré 4 432 exemplaires, numérotés de I a 432. 
2 fur peau de vélin, 
20 fur papier de Hollande, 
30 fur papier vélin, et 
380 fur papier vergé ordinaire. 

Tuis little volume is a handfome reprint 
of one of the moft extraordinary books in 
the whole range of bibliography. For more 
than two hundred years its authorfhip has 
been the fubjeét of much bitter and acri- 
monious controverfy among the learned. 
It has been attributed to Boccacio, Poggio, 
Peter Pomponatius, Machiavel, Era{mus, 
Ochino, Eftienne Dolet, Servetus, Rabelais, 
William Poftel, Giordano Bruno, Vanini, 
Thomas Campanella, Muretus, and even 
to Milton. It has always been fo excef- 
fively rare, that many authors have denied 
its exiftence. The Duc de la Valliére pof- 
feffed a copy, which was fold at his fale for 
four hundred and feventy-four francs, An- 
other copy was in the poffeflion of M. Re- 
nouard, and was fold at his fale, in 1853, 
for one hundred and forty francs. A copy 
was alfo in the celebrated Crevenna library. 
Thefe, we believe, are the only copies of 
the original edition known to be extant. It 
is to this remarkable book that Sir Thomas 
Browne alludes in his Religio Medici (Lon- 
don, 1672, 4to), fect. 20, where he {peaks 
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of “ that Villain and Secretary of Hell, that 
compofed that mifcreant piece of the three 
Impoftors,” &c. It is quite furprifing that 
Mr. Wilkin and Mr. Gardiner, in their 
elaborate editions of the Religio Medici, 
fhould have paffed over this fingular allu- 
fion to a curious book without a word of 
comment. But it is not at all aftonifhing 
that Mr. Fields, and “‘tho/e friends who 
have kindly aided him with their correc- 
tions and annotations,” fhould have flurred 
over this paflage in filence ; for there is not 
a fingle note or reference, in Mr. Fields’s 
recent edition of the Relzgio Medici, which 
is not to be found either in that of Mr. 
Wilkin or in the excellent edition edited 
by Mr. Henry Gardiner, and publifhed by 
Pickering in 1845. As we defign foon to 
give a detailed account of the peculiar char- 
acter and hiftory of the De T'risus Impos- 
rorisus, we fhall difmifs it for the prefent, 
with this brief notice. 


COLERIDGE’S NOTES ON COLQUHOUN, 


I have a {mall collection of books, each 
of which contains the autograph of fome 
well-known Englifh author, to whom it for- 
merly belonged: a few are enriched with 
annotations, Among the latter is a copy 
of Patrick Colquhoun’s Treati/e on Indt- 
gence (London, 1806), once in the poffef- 
fion of Coleridge. It does not appear to 
have belonged to him, however, but to Mr. 
Thomas Poole, whofe name is written on the 
cover, and who, if I remember rightly, was 
one of his neighbors at Nether Stowey. 
Coleridge’s opinion of the volume is fummed 
up thus on the fly-leaf: 


“There appear to me many and impor- 
tant exceptions to feveral of the doétrines 
and propofals advanced in this Treatife ; 
yet it is an excellent Book {pite of thefe 
exceptions, 7c” 


In the Preliminary Elucidations of Mr. 
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Colquhoun occurs the following paragraph 
(pp. 7, 8): 

** Poverty is therefore a moft neceffary 
and indifpenfable ingredient in fociety, 
without which nations and communities 
could not exift in a ftate of civilization. 
It is the lot of man—it is the fource of 
wealth, fince without poverty there would 
be no labour, and without labour there 
could be no riches, no refinement, no com- 
fort, and no benefit to thofe who may be 
poffeffed of wealth—inafmuch as without a 
large proportion of poverty furplus labour 
could never be rendered productive in pro- 
curing either the conveniences or luxuries 


of life.” 


Againft this paragraph Coleridge has 
written the following note, which fills the 
outer margin of the 8th, and the bottom of 
the 8th and gth pages: 


“‘ Certainly! if the prefent ftate of gen- 
eral Intellect and morals be fuppofed a fair 
average of the capabilities of fociety, Oth- 
erwife I can not fee why without this Pov- 
erty (even as here contra-diftinguifhed from 
Indigence) A. might not agree to make 
Shoes, B. Cloth, C. Breeches, &c: and the 
whole Alphabet of Labor carry on a fimilar 
Barter to the prefent, even tho’ one third 
of Society were not devoted to the produc- 
tion of ufelefs & debafng Luxuries for 
thofe who are privileged to live in Idlenefs, 
—For mark, the definition of Poverty is 
invidious—he is not a poor, [man ?] whofe 
fubfiftence depends on conftant Induftry, 
but he whofe bare wants can not be fup- 
plied without fuch unceafing bodily Labor 
from the hour of waking to that of fleeping, 
as precludes all improvement of mind—& 
makes the intellectual Faculties to the ma- 
jority of mankind as ufelefs a boon as pic- 
tures to the Blind. Such a man is poor 
indeed: for he has been robbed by his un- 
natural Guardians of the very houfe-loom 
of his human nature, ftripped of the furni- 
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ture of his Soul. S. T. C. See Milton’s 
Comus, line 765 to 779.” 
The lines in queftion are thefe. 


(The 
Lady is {peaking of Nature :) 


“She, good caterefs, 
Means her provifion only to the good, 
That live according to her fober laws, 
And holy di€tate of {pare temperance : 
If every juft man, that now pines with want, 
Had but a moderate and befeeming fhare 
Of that which lewdly-pamper’d luxury 
Now heaps upon fome few with vaft excefs, 
Nature’s full bleffings would be well difpenf’d 
In unfuperfluous even proportion, 
And fhe no whit encumber’d with her ftore ; 
And then the Giver would be better thank’d, 
His praife due paid: for fwinith gluttony 
Ne’er looks to heav’n amid{t his gorgeous feaft, 
But with befotted bafe ingratitude 
Crams, and blafphemes his feeder.” 


R. H. S. 


SUCKLING AND SHAKESPEARE AGAIN. 
(Philobiblion No. I., p. 21.) 


My fuppofition that no one had noticed 
the poem of Suckling’s, to which I called 
the attention of your readers in the firft 
number of he Yhilobtblfow, was an 
erroneous one, I have fince learned: fo I 
haften to correét it. It was printed by 
Malone in his notes to The Rape of Lu- 
crece. He gives, as I did, the variations 
of the two copies, and conje¢tures that the 
one ufed by Suckling preceded the writing 
of The Rape of Lucrece, in which it was 
afterwards incorporated. It may be found, 
he tells us, in England’s Parnaffus. As 
this volume was publifhed in 1600, fix 
years after the firft appearance of The Rape 
of Lucrece, I am inclined to think the ftan- 
zas in queftion were an emendation from 
the printed copy of the poem, rather than 
that they are a firft draught— 


6 With all their imperfections on their head.” 


The point, however, is of no particular 
confequence. One thing feems to me 
pretty certain, viz.: that Suckling was not 
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as familiar with Shakefpeare’s Poems as he 
feems to have been with his Plays. 
ROH. S. 


Notes and Queries. 


FRENCH TRANSLATION OF THE EPISTOLZE OB- 
SCURORUM VIRORUM, 


(Philobiblion No. I., p. 23-) 


In the new edition of Michaud’s Bzo- 
grape Univerfelle (Paris, 1854), and in 
the article on Jean-Marie-Louis Coupé, it 
is tated that Coupé intended giving a trans- 
lation of the Epiftola Obfcurorum Viro- 
rum. I quote the words of M. Weils, the 
author of the article. In his notice of 
Coupé’s Sazrées Litteraires (20 vols. 8vo, 
Paris, 1795-1801), M. Weifs fays that 
Coupé, in the preface to his twentieth and 
laft volume, fpeaks of his project of giving a 
tranflation of the Latin letter-writers (Lpzs- 
tolaires), concluding them with a verfion of 
the Epiftola Virorum Obfcurorum, which 
he fays ‘‘are worth all the celebrated ones 
of the prefent day.” Coupé died in Paris 
in 1818, before he had executed this de- 
fign. If there had been a tranflation in as 
modern French as the extract given by 
Voltaire, Coupé would hardly have deemed 
it neceflary to propofe a new one, ‘This 
may, perhaps, ferve as a piece of collateral 
evidence, fhowing that there has never been 
a French tranilation of thefe famous Epzs- 
tole, and, that Voltaire’s extract from them 
was fimply a paflage tranflated by himfelf. 

T. EB 

Boston. 


ROBERT LANDOR, 


In The Doctor (interchapter viii. vol. 
ii.), Southey fays: ‘Robert Landor (a 
true poet like his great brother, if ever 
there was one) fays finely in his /mpious 
Banquet : 

K 
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‘There is a paufe near death, when men grow bold 
Towards all things elfe.’” 


Can any of your readers tell me any thing 
concerning this Robert Landor? I can not 
find any further notice of him or of his works. 
Though Walter Savage Landor does not 
need, at this late day, to have his well- 
deferved reputation fupported by the revi- 
val of any of Southey’s commendations, 
yet as a ftudy of the mutual puff fyftem 
may not be either uninterefting or unprof- 
itable in thefe times, it may be well enough 
to underftand why Southey, who was a 
general detractor of all his literary contem- 
poraries, fhould have fo perfiftently praifed 
Landor. In the Public Characters for 
1816, Landor is mentioned as a perfon de- 
ferving notice principally from the faét that 
Southey has fpoken fo highly of him, The 
key to this high opinion of the Laureate’s 
is ‘to be found*in the faét that Landor 
thought highly of Southey’s poems, and 
even went {o far in this fingular enthufiafm 
as to offer to print, at his own expenfe, all 
the epics that Southey would write of his 
intended feries in illuftration of all the 
known religions in the world, and this too 
aftér the bookfellers had witely concluded 
to difcontinue the experiment. This fact 
appears in the four volumes, of Seleétions 
from Southey’s Letters, edited by his fon- 
in-law. Walter ‘Savage Landor, as well 
known, is full of the eccentricities of ge- 
nius; his admiration of Southey was one 
of them. Can it be that his brother’s only 
claim to Southey’s praife was a fimilar ee- 
centricity, or is he really as admirably ori- 
ginal? Perhaps fome of your readers can 
tell me. re 


BLUNDERS IN BOHN’S DICTIONARY OF \CLASSI- 
CAL QUOTATIONS, 


The following epigram is No, 21 in 
** Scott’s Martial :” 


“ Pharmaca das xgroto, aurum tibi porrigis eger : 
Tu morbum curas illius, ile tuum.” 
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Bohn’s Dictionary of Claffical Quotations 
makes Martial the author of the epigram. 
It is not, however, to be found in Bohn’s 
“ Martial’s Epigrams,” nor in any edition 
of Martial that I have ever feen. 

If the editor of Bohn’s Dittionary had 
read the note fubjoined to this epigram, he 
would have inferred, as I do, that Scott 
himfelf was the author. 

Again, Bohn credits to Martial the line, 


** Rifu inepto res ineptior nulla eft.” 
It is from Catullus, Carm, 29, in Egna- 


tum, 
In another place, Martial is incorreétly 
quoted : 
**Cafta moribus et integra pudore” 
fhould read— 
“ Caftus moribus, innocens pudore.”” 
(Lib. vi. line 28.) 
The following, attributed to Martial, is 


not found in his works. Who is the au- 
thor ? 


* Omne epigramma fit inftar opis, aculeus illi, 
Sint fua mella, fit et corporis exigui.” 


A. G. J. 


‘* DRAMATIC PUFFING BURLESQUED.” 


“Qn Saturday, Mrs, Siddons, about 
whom all the world has been talking, ex- 
pofed her beautiful, adamantine, foft, and 
lovely perfon, for the firft time, at Smock- 
Alley Theatre, in the bewitching, melting, 
and all-tearful character of Ifabella. From 
the repeated panegyrics in the impartial 
London new{papers, we were taught to ex- 
pect the fight of a heavenly angel; but 
how were we fupernaturally furprifed into 
the moft awful joy, at beholding a mortal 
goddefs! The houfe was crowded with 
hundreds more than it could hold, with 
thoufands of admiring {pectators, that went 
away without a fight. This extraordinary 


phenomenon of tragic excellence! this ftar 
of Melpomene! this comet of the ftage! 
this fun of the firmament of the Mufes! 
this moon of blank verfe! this queen and 
princefs of tears! this Donnellan of the poi- 
foned bowl! this emprefs of the piftol and 
dagger! this chaos of Shakefpeare! this 
world of weeping clouds! this Juno of 
commanding afpects! this Terpfichore of 
the curtains and fcenes! this Proferpine of 
fire and earthquake! this Katterfelto of 
wonders! exceeded expectation, went be- 
yond belief, and foared above all the natu- 
ral powers of defcription! She was nature 
itfelf! She was the moft exquifite work 
of art! She was the very daify, primrofe, 
tuberofe, fweet-brier, furze-bloffom, gilli- 
flower, wallflower, cauliflower, aurica, and 
rofemary! In fhort, fhe was the bouquet of 
Parnaflus! Where expectation was raifed 
fo high, it was thought fhe would be in- 
jured by her appearance; but it was the 
audience who were injured: feveral fainted 
before the curtain drew up! but, when fhe 
came to the fcene of parting with her wed- 
ding-ring, ah! what a fight was there! the 
very fiddlers in the orcheftra, ‘albeit un- 
ufed to the melting mood,’ blubbered like 
hungry children; and when the bell rang 
for mufic between the aéts, the tears: ran 
from the baffoon-player’s eyes in fuch plen- 
tiful fhowers, that they choked the finger- 
ftops, and, making a fpout of the inftru- 
ment, poured in {uch torrents on the firft 
fiddler’s book, that, not feeing the overture 
was in two fharps, the leader of the band 
actually played in one flat. But the fobs 
and fighs of the groaning audience, and the 
noife of corks drawn from the {melling-bot- 
tles, prevented the miftake between the 
flats and fharps being difeovered. One 
hundred and nine ladies fainted! forty-fix 
went into fits! and ninety-five had ftrong 
hyfterics! ‘The world will fearcely credit 
the truth, when they are told that fourteen 
children, five fat women, one hundred tai- 
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lors, and fix common-councilmen, were act- 
ually drowned in the inundation of tears 
that flowed from the galleries, the flips, and 
the boxes, to increafe the briny pond in 
the pit; the water was three feet deep, and 
the people that were obliged to ftand upon 
the benches, were in that pofition up to 
their ankles in tears! An aét of Parlia- 
ment againft her playing any more will 
certainly pafs,” &c., &c. 

This piece of burlefque dramatic puffing 
is faid to have been written on Mrs. Sid- 
dons when fhe made her firft appearance 
on the Dublin ftage. I fhould be glad to 
know the name of the paper or magazine 
in which it was firft publifhed, and alfo the 
name of the author, Norval. 

PHILADELPHIA. 


GARTH’S DISPENSARY. 
(Philobiblion No. I., p. 24.) 


R. H. S. clofes his interefting note on 
Garth’s “ Difpenfary” with the. following 
query: “ What is the original of Tue Dis- 
PENSARY ?” Perhaps this queftion may be 
partially answered by citing the title of a 
burlefque poem alluded to by M. J. H. 
Reveillé-Parife in one of his amufing notes 
on the Lettres de Gui Patin (Paris, 1846, 
8vo), tome ii. pp. 92-3: 


La STIMMIMACHIE, 
ou 
Le Grand Combat des Médecins Modernes, 
Touchant |’ Ufage de P Antimoine, 


Potme hiftori-comique, dédié 4 MM. les Méde- 
cins de la Faculté de Paris, par le Sieur C. C. 
(Carneau, Céleftin). 


A Paris, chez Jean Paflé, au Palais, dans la galle- 
rie des Prisonniers, 4 la Pomme d’or couronnée. 
Avec privilége du Roy et approbation des Doc- 
teurs en Médecine. 


M.DC.LVI. 8vo. 


M. Reveillé-Parife apparently believes 
that this highly ludicrous poem on the 
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“‘Antimontran War” of the guack doc- 
tors of the feventeenth century fuggefted to 
Garth the idea of the Difpenfary. His 


own words are— 


“ Il oft poffible que cette bouffonnerie ait donné au 
Doé. S. Garth Pidée de fon poéme le Difpenfary.” 

An extended analyfis of La Stimmima- 
chie is given by the Marquis Du Roure, in 
his Analeétabiblion, tome ii. pp. 259-262. 


Pautus SILenriarivs. 


GOLDSMITH CRIBBING. 


Turning over the pages of an old vol- 
ume of verfe which I picked up a few days 
ago (“‘ Poetical Mifcellanies, Confifting of 
Original Poems and Tranflations, By the 
Beft Hands. Publifhed by Mr. Steele.” 
London, Tonfon, 1714), I ftumbled over 
an epigram, that reminded me of a couplet 
which the biographers of Goldfmith put 
into his mouth in boyhood. Not having 
Prior’s Life of ‘* Poor Noll” by me, I took 
down the Bofton edition of his poetical 
works (Little & Brown’s Aldine ‘ Britifh 
Poets”), where, in the Life, by Mitford, I 
found it. 

“The earlieft {pecimen of Oliver’s po- 
etry,” he fays, “is given in Dr, Percy’s 
narrative at this period of our Poet’s life. 
It was directed in fpleen againft 2 village 
Orpheus, who had likened him to AEfop 
dancing: 

‘Our herald hath proclaimed this faying, 
See AZfop dancing and his monkey playing.’” 


The original of this boyifh epigram, as I 

wonder Mitford did not remember—fince 

it was in his own copy of Steele’s book 

that I found it—is undoubtedly this coup- 

let (page 49): 

“‘upON A COMPANY OF BAD DANCERS TQ GOOD 
MUSICK. 


66 How ill the Motion with the Mufick fuits! 
So Orpheus fiddled, and fo danced the Brutes.”* 


PorTLanp, Me. X. 





The Philobibliows. 


EARLY POEM BY LAMB, 


TO THE POET COWPER, 
ON HIS RECOVERY FROM AN INDISPOSITION. 


Written fome time back. 


Cowrer, I thank my God, that thou art heal’d. 

Thine was the foreft malady of all; 

And I am fad to think that it fhould light 

Upon thy worthy head; but thou art heal’d, 

And thou art yet, we truft, the deftin’d man, 

Born to re-animate the lyre, whofe chords 

Have flumber’d, and have idle lain fo long ; 

To th’ immortal founding of whofe ftrings 

Did Milton frame the ftately-paced ‘verfe ; 

Among whofe wires with lighter finger playing 

Our elder bard, Spenfer, a geritler name, 

The lady Mufes’ deareft darling child, 

Enticed forth the fofteft tunes yet heard 

In hall or bower; taking the delitate ear 

Of the brave Sidney, and the Maiden Queen. 

Thou, then, take up the mighty epic ftrain, 
Cowper, of England's bards the wifeft and the beft! 


Dec. 1,,1796. C, Lams. 


[Monthly Magazine and Britifh Regifter, vol. ii. 
p- 889. ] . 


ACADEMIE DES FEMMES SANS SEXE, 


In a little volume entitled, Curiofités 
Littéraires (Paris, 1845), I find the follow, 
ing curious account of an Academy eftab- 
lifhed near Bofton, towards the clofe of the 
laft century, for the purpofe. of educating 
young women according to the principles 
of Mary Wolftonecraft Godwin! The paf- 


fage is as follows: 


“En Amérique, pres; de: Bofton, il fe 
forma, a la‘fin du dernier fiecle, une Aca- 
démie ot lon f’attachait & former des 
femmes Jans ‘fexe, Vaprés' les principes 
de Miftrefs Godwin, la femme du célébre 
auteur de Caleb Williams. Miftrefs God- 
win prétendait que la femme eft appelée, 


_ [Feb, 


par la nature, & partager avec Phommé 
toutes les fonétions élevées que celui-ci Pel 
arrogé exclufivement; que homme n’a 
d’autre fupériorité que celle de la force 
muiculaire; et que c’eft uniquement ‘en 
fubiffant influence de l’amour que le fexe 
féminin eft tombé dans )’état de dégrada- 
tion ot il fe trouve aujourd’hui. Cette 
Académie, que bien des femmes de nos 
jours voudraient voir reffufciter, n’eut pas 
une longue durée.”—Pp. 385-6. 


Is there any hiftorical evidence that fuch 
an inftitution as this was ever organized in 
the vicinity of Bofton; and if fo, where 
may it be found? Paurus SiLenTiarus, 


Mefirs. Puites & Co. have ready for the 
prefs, and are now taking fubfcriptions for, 
a reprint of The\Paradi/e of Dayntie De- 
wifes. ‘The text of ‘this edition is taken 
from the reprint of 1810, edited by Sir Ed- 
gerton Brydges. The biographical, notes 
have been prepared, exprefily for this edi- 
tion, ufing Brydges’ as a bafis, but  incor- 
porating much. information that has been 
brought to light fince his edition was iffued. 
This,edition will be printed in {mall quarto, 
in the beft ftyle of art, upon India paper, 
and is limited to 500 copies, as follows : 


400 on fmall paper, at $2.00 each. 
100 on large paper, at 4.00 each. 


At thefe prices, copies will be furnifhed 
to fubfcribers only ; and as foon as they are 
{upplied, the prices will be raifed to $2.50 
for the {mall-paper copies, and $5,090 for 
the large-paper copies.” Meffrs. Philes & 
Co. propofe, to ‘make this reprint of The 
Paradife of Dayntie Devifes the firt vol- 
ume of a feries of reprints: of fcarce collec- 
tions of old Englifh. poetry, The next 
volume in the feries will be ‘‘ EnGLanp’s 
Hettcon.” 





